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We report two typos, and an error in an interpretation of the double polarization asymmetry results in the Letter.
(i) In Eq. (2), there is a sign missing in the contact term:
(1)Mc = (−)ie0gΘNKΘ¯γµγ5AµNK.
The numerical calculations do not suffer from this problem. The same typo appears in Ref. [1], for which an
independent erratum has been made.
(ii) The double polarization of interest as denoted by Dxz, is to polarize the photon circularly along its three-
momentum direction (zˆ-axis) and the neutron target transversely along xˆ-axis, which is within the production plane.
In the sentence above Eq. (12), the polarization of the neutron was mis-described as along yˆ-axis.
(iii) Eq. (22) is supposed to present the dominant interferences among those transition amplitudes, which con-
tribute to the CGLN amplitudes f1 and f ∗3 and control the sign of the double polarization asymmetry Dxz. In the
Born limit, contributions to the dominant term f1f ∗3 in the asymmetry Dxz are from the interferences between the
contact and t-channel kaon exchange, and contact and u-channel transition, i.e.,
(2)f1f ∗3  −2e20g2ΘNKFc(k, q)
[Ft (k, q)
t − M2K
− Fu(k, q)
u − M2Θ
]
,
which are the main terms and can be read off from Eq. (2).
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318 Q. Zhao, J.S. Al-Khalili / Physics Letters B 596 (2004) 317–318The missed sign in the contact term of Eq. (2) causes the mis-interpretation of the results for the Θ+(1/2+)
production. After both analytic and numerical examination of Dxz, we confirm that it is the contact and t-channel
interference that dominates over other contributions near threshold.
Taking this chance, we note that although information about the form factors are still lacking, there are strong
kinematic restrictions from the propagators on the u-channel especially near threshold, i.e., |t − M2K | < |u− M2Θ |.
In our model, we have assumed an overall harmonic-oscillator-type form factor for all the channels. It can be
regarded reasonable for studying the robust behaviors of spin observables near threshold.
In brief, the above mis-interpretation does not change the conclusions made in the manuscript that the BT double
polarization asymmetry could serve as a filter for determining the parity of Θ+ pentaquark.
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